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DETAILED ACTION 

1. Claims 1-9,11-18,20-21,24-31,33,35,36,38,40,41,43,45,47-67 liave been 
examined. 

Response to Amendment 

2. This action is in response to tine Amendment filed 3/26/2007. In the Amendment 
claims 1-9,11-18,20-21,24-31,33,35,36,38,40,41,43,45,47-56 were amended, claims 
10,19,22,23,32,34,37,39,42,44,46 were canceled, and claims 57-67 were added as 
new. This action is FINAL. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-9,11-18,20-21,24-31,33,35,36,38,40,41,43,45,47-54,56-67 are rejected 

under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Eudora ("Eudora", "E-mail 

Attachments in Eudora: How to be a Super Sender") in view of Gangadharan 



("Gangadharan", US 2003/0132967) 
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As per claim 1 , Eudora teaches a system for use in electronically transferring a 
file, the system comprising: graphical user interface (GUI) comprising: a first user- 
selectable button having associated text that includes a verbal of "attach" (Pages 2-3, 
attach document), wherein in response to selection of said first user-selectable button a 
file is capable of being selected by a user without display of a user-seelctable button 
having associated text that includes the word "browse"(Pages 2-3). Eudora fails to teach 
a web-based email system hosted by a web server. Gangadharan teaches a GUI 
associated with a web-based email system hosted by a web server [0010]. Therefore it 
would have been obvious to an artisan at the time of the invention to combine the 
teaching of Gangadharan with the system of Eudora. Motivation to do so would have 
been to provide an email system that could be accessed from anywhere with internet 
connection. 

Claims 2-9,1 1-18,20 are rejected under similar rationale, as claim 1 , since the 
claims are directed towards non-functional descriptive material and regardless of what 
the button actually reads the functionality of the button remains the same. 

As per claim 21 , Eudora-Gangadharan teaches a GUI further comprising a 
second user-selectable button having associated text that includes an imperative for 
"attach" (Eudora, Page 2, Attach Document). 



Application/Control Number: 1 0/61 4,71 8 Page 4 

Art Unit: 2174 

As per claim 24, Eudora-Gangadharan teaches a GUI wherein the first user- 
selectable button is to instantiate a GUI element to find at least one file to attach to a 
message (Eudora, Page 2, dialog box). 

As per claim 25, Eudora-Gangadharan teaches a GUI wherein the GUI element 
comprises a dialog box (Eudora, Page 2, dialog box). 

As per claim 26, Eudora-Gangadharan teaches a GUI wherein the first user 
selectable button is to initiate a file browser of an operating system (Eudora, Page 3, 
Find document file dialog screen... ). 

As per claim 27, Eudora teaches a GUI comprising a first user selectable button 
having associated text therein that includes "Find File to Attach" (Page 2, Attach 
document), the first user-selectable button to initiate a file browser of an operating 
system (Page 2-3, dialog box); and a second user-selectable button having associated 
text therein that includes "Attach files", the second user-selectable button to initiate 
attaching one or more files found the file browser (Page 3, Attach button). Eudora fails 
to teach a web-based email system hosted by a web server. Gangadharan teaches a 
GUI associated with a web-based email system hosted by a web server [0010]. 
Therefore it would have been obvious to an artisan at the time of the invention to 
combine the teaching of Gangadharan with the system of Eudora. Motivation to do so 
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would have been to provide an email system that could be accessed from anywhere 
with internet connection. 

Claim 28 is similar in scope to that of claim 27 and is therefore rejected under 
similar rationale. 

Claims 29-31,33,35,36,38,40,41,43,45,47 are rejected under similar rationale, as 
claim 27, since the claims are directed towards non-functional descriptive material and 
regardless of what the button actually reads the functionality of the button remains the 
same. 

As per claim 48 Eudora-Gangadharan teaches providing a second user- 
selectable button having associated text that includes an imperative for "attach", 
wherein said uploading is performed in response to a user selection of the second user- 
selectable button (Eudora, Page 2-3, Attach document). 

Claims 49-50 are rejected under similar rationale as claim 48, since the claims 
are directed towards non-functional descriptive material and regardless of what the 
button actually reads the functionality of the button remains the same. 

As per claim 51 , Eudora-Gangadharan teaches a method wherein the GUI 
element comprises a dialog box (Eudora, Page 2, dialog box). 
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As per claim 52, Eudora-Gangadliaran teaclies a metliod wlierein tine GUI 
element comprises a file browser of an operating system (Eudora, Page 2, Mac or PC). 

As per claim 53, Eudora-Gangadharan teaches a method wherein the text is 
included in a tag associated with the first user-selectable button (Eudora, Page 2-3). 

As per claim 54, Eudora-Gangadharan teaches a method further comprising 
displaying the text in response to a mouse-over event associated with the first user- 
selectable button (Eudora, Page 2-3, inherent tool tip). 

Claim 56 is similar in scope to that of claim 27 and is therefore rejected under 
similar rationale. 

As per claim 57, Eudora-Gangadharan teaches a method wherein the GUI 
further comprises a second user-selectable button, wherein when the second user- 
selectable button is selected one or more user-designated files are detached from the 
message (Gangadharan, Figure 3b, item 318 [0038]). 

As per claim 58, Eudora-Gangadharan teaches a method wherein the GUI 
further comprises a third user-selectable button, wherein when the second user- 
selectable button is selected one or more user-designated files are detached from the 
email message (Gangadharan, Figure 3b, item 318 [0038]). 

As per claim 59, Eudora-Gangadharan teaches a method wherein the file is 
automatically uploaded after receiving the selection (Eudora, Page 3). 
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As per claim 60, Eudora-Gangadharan teaches a metliod comprising, receiving a 
selection of a plurality of files via the GUI element and upload the plurality of selected 
files for subsequent electronic transfer (Gangadharan, [0037] Figure 3B). 

As per claim 61 , Eudora-Gangadharan teaches the system of claim 1 , wherein 
the GUI in rendered within an Internet browser application (Gangadharan, Figure 3B). 

As per claim 62, Eudora-Gangadharan teaches the system of claim 61 , wherein 
in response to the selection of the first user-selectable button, the Internet browser 
application opens up a file browser associated with an operating system (Gangadharan, 
Figure 3c). 

As per claim 63, Eudora-Gangadharan teaches a system of claim 1 , wherein 
upon selection of the file by the user the file is automatically attached to the email 
message (Eudora, Page 3). 

As per claim 64, Eudora-Gangadharan teaches a system wherein the GUI is 
rendered with an Internet browser application (Gangadharan, Figure 3B). 

As per claim 65, Eudora-Gangadharan teaches a system wherein in response to 
the selection of the first user-selectable button the Internet browser application intiates 
the file browser of the application (Gangadharan, Figure 3c). 

As per claim 66, Eudora-Gangadharan teaches a system wherein the GUI is 
rendered with in an Internet browser application (Gangadharan, Figure 3B). 

As per claim 67, Eudora-Gangadharan teaches a system wherein the GUI 
element comprises a file browser of an operating system (Gangadharan, Figure 3c). 
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3. Claim 55 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Eudora 
("Eudora", "E-mail Attachments in Eudora: How to be a Super Sender") in view of 
Gangadharan ("Gangadharan", US 2003/0132967). 

As per claim 55, Eudora fails to teach audibly displaying text. However OFFICIAL 
NOTICE Is taken that audibly displaying text is notoriously well known in the art. 
Therefore it would have been obvious to an artisan at the time of the invention to 
combine the teaching with the method of Eudora. Motivation to do so would have been 
to provide a way to communicate text with those with visual impairments. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-9,1 1-18,20-21 ,24- 
31,33,35,36,38,40,41,43,45,47-67 have been considered but are moot in view of the 
new ground(s) of rejection. 

The Office notes that the factual assertion set forth under Official Notice in the 
previous office action was not contested. 



Conclusion 
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Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Ryan F. Pitaro whose telephone number is 571-272- 
4071 . The examiner can normally be reached on 7:00am - 4:30pm Mondays through 

Fridays. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Kristine Kincaid can be reached on 571-272-4063. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Sy D Luu/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2174 

Ryan Pitaro 
Art Unit 2174 
Patent Examiner 



/R. F. P./ 
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